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November 19, 2012 
 
 
 
Rick Cooper, Hollister Field Manager 
Bureau of Land Management  
20 Hamilton Court 
Hollister, CA 95023 

Subject:  May 29, 2012 Meeting – BLM and OHMVR Clear Creek Management Area 

Thank you for your participation in the meeting of May 29, 2012, held at the Off-Highway 
Motor Vehicle Recreation Division office in Sacramento. The summary minutes from the 
meeting are attached. The discussion regarding the basic scientific issues underlying the 
Clear Creek Management Area (CCMA) studies were helpful and informative to all in 
attendance. The discussion notes identify areas of agreement and define some areas of 
concern among the group. 

As BLM proceeds with the completion of the CCMA Resource Management Plan (RMP) 
decision process, the Division asks that the BLM make provisions in the RMP to continually 
evaluate new scientifically sound information and adapt management options accordingly. 

Regards, 
 

 
 

Philip B. Jenkins 
Acting Deputy Director 

Enclosure 

cc: James G. Kenna, BLM State Director 
 Angie Lara, BLM Associate State Director 
 Este Stifel, BLM Central California District Manager 
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Summary – CCMA 
5/29/12 
 
A. Areas of Agreement 

 
1. Activity Based Methodology is an effective approach 
2. Location under discussion is the area within the ACEC Boundary 
3. Staging/Camping No Longer Occur - Agreed it is appropriate to disregard risk factors 

related to staging/camping within the ACEC in future risk calculations  
4. Capping does reduce risk, but would still need to be monitored and measured to 

determine exposure as time goes on 
5. Key Elements to evaluate risk: Duration, Frequency, and Concentration  
6. Lead Rider is exposed to much less risk 

 
B. Areas of Concern 

 
1. Trailing Rider Effect  

- Normal riding styles – are there possibilities to lower risk? 
o Require distance between riders? 

 Is trailing rider effect less pronounced on trails than it is on 
roads? 

 At what distance does trailing rider receive significantly less 
exposure? 

o Would using monitors in helmet provide significantly lower exposure 
levels than monitors placed on chest? 

2. “Wet Season Riding” 
- No consistent rain patterns at CCMA 
- How much rain, and at what frequency, would there need to be to 

significantly reduce risk factors? No solid information in this regard has been 
collected. 

3. Clear Creek Road – Road vs. Trail riding 

- Riders avoid dust trail when riding on trails, but encounter higher levels of 
dust when riding on roads. Data in the existing studies does not provide the 
ability to support if riders on trails experience lower levels of exposure or not. 

o Capping road may be a solution 
 Exposure levels after capping would need to be evaluated. 

New risk calculation could possibly be made based on trail 
riding exposure levels and reduced exposure on roads. 

 The relative distances traveled on roads vs. traveled on 
trails and the resulting reduction in risk that might be 
expected from capping the roads needs to be evaluated.  

 
C. Opportunities for additional research 

 Rider behavior to avoid dust & areas where most dust would be encountered – roads vs trails & 
the efficacy of capping roads. 

 Efficacy of 1-way roads & trails to limit dust. 

 Climate studies of the areas rainfall patterns.  Soil studies on moisture content and generation of 
dust.   

 Further research to evaluate risk during moist conditions in the days and weeks following a rain 
event.   

 

 




